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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to applicant's amendment filed December 5, 
2007. Claims 1-44 and 46-83 are currently pending in this case. Claim 45 is absent 
from the listing of the claims. Claims 1-13 and 37-44 are under examination. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Claims 14-36 and 46-83 have been withdrawn from further consideration 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no 
allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed 
on December 5, 2007. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on July 1 1 , 2007, 
February 27, 2006, and August 8, 2005 are in compliance with the provisions of 37 
CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statements are being considered by 
the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

4. The claims are objected to because of the following informalities: claim 45 is 
missing from the numbering. Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-6, 11-13, 37, and 40-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipates by Hendricks et al (US 5,659,250). 

7. Regarding claims 1 and 41 - 

Hendricks discloses a system for rendering media content (e.g. abs) comprising: 
a first platform for storing media content, wherein the media content comprises an 
unrenderable state when received by the first platform (e.g. fig 3, 220); 
a second platform communicatively coupled with the first platform for rendering the 
stored media content (e.g. fig 3, 222); 

the first and second platforms cooperatively providing an interface for purchasing a right 
to render the stored media content at least one time (e.g. fig 3, 900); and 
at least one of the first platform and the second platform being operable to convert the 
stored media content to a renderable state upon the purchase of the right to render, 
(e.g. col 10 In 57-67). 

8. It is inherent that the compression, encryption, combining, multiplexing, etc of 
signals in Hendricks (e.g. col 6 In 1-25) constitute making a signal unrenderable. 

9. Regarding claim 2 - 
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Hendricks discloses the system of claim 1 further comprising: a distribution server 
connected to at least one of the first and second platforms and to at least one content 
source, the distribution server being operable to receive requests for content and to 
responsively retrieve content from the content sources (e.g. col 1 1 In 20-45). 

1 0. Regarding claim 3 - 

Hendricks discloses the system of claim 1 further comprising: a distribution server 
connected to at least one of the first and second platforms and to at least one Content 
source (e.g. fig 2, 212), the distribution server being operable to track the usage of the 
content, (e.g. col 11 In 47-55). 

11. Regarding claim 4 - 

Hendricks discloses the system of claim 1 further comprising: a distribution server 
connected to at least one of the first and second platforms and to at least one content 
source, the distribution server being operable to track the payment of the content, (e.g. 
col 11 In 47-55). 

12. Regarding claim 5 - 

Hendricks discloses the system of claim 1 further comprising: distribution server 
connected to at least one of the first and second platforms and to at least one content 
source, the distribution server being operable to track the commerce of the content, 
(e.g. col 11 In 47-55). 

13. Regarding claim 6 - 
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Hendricks discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the first platform comprises a digital 
video recorder device that includes a storage device for storing the media content, (e.g. 
col 10 In 57-67). 

14. Regarding claim 11 - 

Hendricks discloses the system of claim 1, wherein the unrenderable state comprises a 
first level of encryption that protects the media content from unauthorized rendering, 
(e.g. col 11 In 20-45). 

15. Regarding claim 12- 

Hendricks discloses the system of claim 1 1 , wherein the media content is contained in a 
broadcast signal and the unrenderable state comprises a second level of encryption that 
protects the media content from unauthorized reception and storage, (e.g. col 9 In 18- 
40). 

16. Regarding claims 1 3, 42, 43, and 44 - 

Hendricks discloses the system of claim 12, wherein the broadcast is one of an over- 
the-air broadcast, a cable broadcast, an Internet broadcast and a satellite broadcast, 
and receiver therefor (e.g. col 1 In 28-32). 

1 7. Regarding claim 37 - 

Hendricks discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the media content is stored on the 
first platform in a compressed format, (e.g. col 11 In 20-45). 

18. Regarding claim 40 - 

Hendricks discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the first platform comprises: 
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a digital video recorder having a storage device for retaining, at least a portion, of the 
media content; (e.g. col 11 In 20-45). 

a personal computer operatively coupled with the digital video recorder, wherein the 
personal computer provides (e.g. col 13 In 37-46) for: 

the purchase of the right to render the media content; management of rendering of the 
media content including: 

enforcing digital rights associated with the media content; and 

controlling rendering of the media content in correspondence with terms of the 

purchase, (e.g. col 15 In 20-50) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

20. Claims 7-1 0 and 38-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hendricks. Hendricks discloses as discussed above. 

21. Regarding claim 7 - 

Hendricks does not directly disclose a storage device specifically comprising a hard 
disk. Official Notice is taken having a storage device comprising a hard disk drive is old 
and well-known. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
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combine Hendricks with such a storage device given how common, economical, easy to 
find and use such hard disk drives are. 

22. Regarding claim 8 - 

Hendricks discloses as discussed above but Hendricks does not specifically disclose 
wherein the first platform comprises a personal computer that includes a storage device 
for storing the media content. However, Official Notice is taken that the functions of a 
set top terminal are functions that old and well known to be performed by a personal 
computer. Thus, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a personal computer act as set-top terminal since this 
would make integral in one unit which might otherwise be done in two devices. 
Moreover, the resulting combination is predictable and would allow for recording of 
content on the computer. 

23. Regarding claims 9-10 - 

Hendricks does not specifically disclose the limitations of claims 9 and 10. However, 
Official Notice is taken that a storage device comprising an optical storage device, such 
as a digital versatile disk (DVD) drive is old and well-known. Thus it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Hendricks with such a storage 
device given how common, economical, easy to find and use such DVD's are. 

24. Regarding claims 38-39 - 

Hendricks does not specifically disclose the various MPEG standards and layers 
thereof. However, Hendricks does contemplate using MPEG compressions standards 
generally, (e.g. col 6 In 44-54, col 8 In 23-38, col 9 In 35-45, col 13 In 56-61, col 14 In 
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48-65). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include various MPEG standards and layers thereof for the compressed 
format. 

25. Claims 1-6, 11-13, 37, and 40-44 are alternatively rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Hendricks et al (US 5,659,250). ). 1 1 1 is the 
Examiner's principle position that the claims are anticipated because of the inherencies 
noted above in Hendricks. 

26. However, if not inherent it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to use the compression, encryption, combining, 
multiplexing, etc of signals in Hendricks (e.g. col 6 In 1-25) to constitute make a signal 
unrenderable. In other words, these are all methods of making a signal unrenderable or 
unreadable. Thus, even though Hendricks never uses the word "unrenderable", it is 
obvious that are ways of making of making a signal unrenderable or unreadable. 
Motivation for this would be the desire to make the system secure, thus preventing theft 
of the programs. 

27. Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may be applied as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
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of the claimed invention as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 



Conclusion 

28. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

29. "Computers and How They Work", by Roderick Hames, Copyright© 1998, Alton 
C. Crews Middle School: CS Dept - Articles 

( http://www.crews.org/curriculum/ex/compsci/articles/howcQmput.htm ). 

30. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CRISTINA OWEN SHERR whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-671 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 Monday through 
Friday. 

31 . If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew J. Fischer can be reached on (571)272-6779. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

32. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 



1 See MPEP §2112 expressly authorizing alternative §102/§103 rejections when the question of 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Cristina Owen Sherr 
Patent Examiner, AU 3621 



/ANDREW J. FISCHER/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3621 



inherency is present in the anticipation rejection. 



